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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to Amendment submitted on 1 1/17/2009. The text of those sections of 
Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's amendment filed on November 17, 2009 has been entered. Claims 1 has 
been amended. Claim 6 remains canceled. No claims have been added. Claims 1 -5 and 7-29 
are still pending in this application, with claims 1,11, and 21 being independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. Claims 1- 5, 7, 8, 1 1 - 17, 19, 21, 23 - 25, 27, and 29 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koch ( US 7,412,040) in view of Creamer et al. ( US 
2004/0267527), and further in view of Saindon et al. ( US 6,820, 055). 

For claim 1, Koch discloses a conferencing method and system, comprising: receiving 
first conference-endpoint data from a first conference type identifier specifying a second 
conference type for a second endpoint participating in a conference with the first endpoint 
(column 6 lines 13 - 33) reading conference type identifier from a memory, the conference type 
identifier specifying a second conference type for a second endpoint participating in the 
conference with the first endpoint ( column 5 lines 45 - 62; column 7 lines 48- 61); determining 
whether the second conference type is different than the first conference type (column 6 lines 24 
- 33); selecting a conversion program based whether the second conference type is different 
than the first conference type (column 6 lines 24 - 33); reading an endpoint identifier for the first 
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endpoint (column 6 lines 13 - 33); and, initiating execution of the conversion program on the 
first conference- endpoint data to prepare converted first conference-endpoint data compatible 
with the second conference type from the first conference-endpoint data (column 6 lines 44-61; 
column 7 lines 13-21; column 8 lines 8 - 35). Yet, Koch fails to teach selecting and specifying 
a conversion parameter for the conversion program based on the endpoint identifier; and, 
transmitting the converted conference-endpoint data to the first and second endpoint. 

However, Creamer et al. discloses a method for the purpose of conducting real time 
messaging using voice-to-text reduction wherein a first endpoint and a second endpoint can 
both receive the converted first conference-endpoint data ( a calling party such as Person A 
would provide a voice input such as "hello " to a microphone which is subsequently converted to 
text using a text-to-speech converter. If computing device has a display, the Person A 's voice 
input can be seen as shown, The text can then be transmitted as a text stream to a computing 
device 66, [0028]) which can be converted using a conversion parameter stored in profile (a 
previously recorded voice signature is applied during text-to-speech synthesis, a profile for a 
particular user that enables such users to convert selected text to alternative text, [0022] [0026] 
[0027]). 

Moreover, Saindon et al. discloses a method for the purpose of processing multimedia 
wherein first conference endpoint data and converted conference endpoint data is transmitted to 
the second conference endpoint to allow the second conference endpoint to manipulate the 
content of the first conference endpoint data while maintaining the integrity of the first 
conference endpoint data, i.e. providing language translations, searching, copying, printing, etc. 
(column 1 lines 48 - column 2 line 21; column 12 lines 20 -47, 61 - 35; column 14 lines 14 - 35; 
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column 15 lines 49-65; column 16 lines 11 - 23; column 18 lines 49 - column 19 line 64; 
column 21 lines 31 - 50). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Koch with the teachings of Creamer et al. and 
Saindon et al. so that the text-to-speech conversion process disclosed above in Koch to selects 
and specifies conversion parameters such those contained within stored voice signatures or 
text/language conversion parameters for the purpose of converting the first-conference endpoint 
data to data that is compatible with a second conference type; transmit the first conference- 
endpoint data to the second endpoint for the purpose of maintaining the integrity of the original, 
first conference endpoint data while allowing the first conference endpoint data to be 
manipulated; and, transmit the converted first conference endpoint data to both the first and 
second endpoint for the purpose of conducting real time messaging, including reviewing the 
converted first conference endpoint data by the first conference endpoint( Saindon et al., column 
15 lines 56 - 65). 

For claims 1 1 and 21, Koch discloses a conference system and computer readable 
medium (network translator service, Fig.2, 200; column 1 1 lines 27 - column 12 lines 29), 
comprising: a memory ( data store, column 5 lines 45 - 62) comprising : a first conference- 
endpoint data for a first conference type received from a first endpoint (column 5 lines 45 - 62; 
column 6 lines 34 - 40; column 9 lines 6-14; column 9 lines 51 - 61); a conference type 
identifier specifying a second conference type for a second endpoint participating in a conference 
with the first endpoint (column 5 lines 29 - 62; column 6 lines 34 - 40); a conversion program 



Application/Control Number: 10/823,901 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2614 

operable to prepare converted first conference endpoint data compatible with the second 
conference type from the first conference endpoint data (column 6 lines 44-61) and a processor 
( VoiceXML gateway, column 6 lines 13 - 23) operable to determine whether the second 
conference type is different than the first conference type and to execute the conversion program 
when the second conference type is different than the first conference type (column 6 lines 13 - 
23). Yet, Koch fails to teach where the processor initiates transmission of the converted first 
endpoint data to the first endpoint and second endpoint and transmission of the first conference- 
endpoint data to the second endpoint. 

However, Creamer et al. discloses a method for the purpose of conducting real time 
messaging using voice-to-text reduction wherein a first endpoint and a second endpoint can 
both receive the converted first conference-endpoint data ( a calling party such as Person A 
would provide a voice input such as "hello " to a microphone which is subsequently converted to 
text using a text-to-speech converter. If computing device has a display, the Person A 's voice 
input can be seen as shown, The text can then be transmitted as a text stream to a computing 
device 66, [0028]). 

Moreover, Saindon et al. discloses a method for the purpose of processing multimedia 
wherein first conference endpoint data and converted conference endpoint data is transmitted to 
the second conference endpoint to allow the second conference endpoint to manipulate the 
content of the first conference endpoint data while maintaining the integrity of the first 
conference endpoint data, i.e. providing language translations, searching, copying, printing, etc. 
(column 1 lines 48 - column 2 line 21; column 12 lines 20 -47, 61 - 35; column 14 lines 14 - 35; 
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column 15 lines 49-65; column 16 lines 11 - 23; column 18 lines 49 - column 19 line 64; 
column 21 lines 31 - 50). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Koch with the teachings of Creamer et al. and 
Saindon et al. to transmit the first conference-endpoint data to the second endpoint for the 
purpose of maintaining the integrity of the original, first conference endpoint data while allowing 
the first conference endpoint data to be manipulated; and, transmit the converted first conference 
endpoint data to both the first and second endpoint for the purpose of conducting real time 
messaging, including reviewing the coin ci ted first conference endpoint data by a first 
conference endpoint ( Saindon et al., column 15 lines 56 - 65). 

For claims 2 and 12 , Koch further discloses where the first conference type is a text 
messaging conference, and where the second conference type is a voice conference ( Koch, 
column 5 lines 1-19). 

For claims 3, 4, 13, and 23, Koch further discloses where the act of initiating execution 
of the conversion program comprises initiating execution of at least one of a text-to-speech 
translator and a speech-to-text translator (Koch, column 6 lines 44-61; column 7 lines 13-21). 

For claim 5, Koch further discloses where the act of transmitting comprises transmitting 
the converted first conference-endpoint data and a first endpoint identifier to the second endpoint 
(Koch, column 6 lines 13 - 21, 56 - 61; column 8 lines 8 - 22). 

For claim 7, Koch further discloses receiving second conference-endpoint data for the 
second conference type from the second endpoint; preparing converted second conference- 



Application/Control Number: 10/823,901 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2614 

endpoint data; and transmitting the second converted conference-endpoint data to the first 
endpoint ( Koch, column 6 lines 62 - column 7 line 37). 

For claim 8, Koch and Creamer et al. further disclose where the act of initiating execution 
of the conversion program comprises initiating execution of a text-to-speech translator, and 
further comprising the act of selecting a voice for at least one of the first and second endpoints 
(Koch, column 6 lines 44 - 61) (Creamer et al., [0022] [0026] [0027]). 

For claim 14, Koch further discloses where the conversion program comprises a text-to- 
speech translator, and where the memory further comprises a speech-to-text translator (Koch, 
column 6 lines 44-61; column 7 lines 13-21). 

For claims 15, 16, and 24, Koch further discloses where: the memory further comprises 
second conference-endpoint data for the second conference type received from the second 
endpoint (Koch, (column 5 lines 45 - 62; column 6 lines 34 - 40; column 9 lines 6 - 14; column 
9 lines 51 - 61); and, where the processor executes the text-to speech translator on the first 
conference -endpoint data to prepare the converted first conference-endpoint data, and executes 
the speech-to-text translator on the second conference-endpoint data to prepare converted second 
conference-endpoint data ( Koch, column 6 lines 62 - column 7 line 37); and where the 
processor initiates transmission of the second converted conference-endpoint data to the first 
endpoint ( Koch, column 6 lines 62 - column 7 line 37). 

For claims 17 and 25, Koch further discloses where the act of transmitting comprises 
transmitting the converted first conference-endpoint data and a first endpoint identifier to the 
second endpoint (Koch, column 6 lines 13 - 21, 56 - 61; column 8 lines 8 - 22). 
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For claims 19 and 27, Koch and Creamer et al. further disclose where the conversion 
program is a text-to-speech translator (Koch, column 6 lines 44-61), and where the memory 
comprises voice data for at least one of the first and second endpoints ( Creamer et al, [0026] 
[0027]). 

For claim 29, Koch and Creamer et al. further disclose reading an endpoint identifier and 
establishing aiding data for speech-to-text translation associated with the endpoint identifier ( 
Koch, column 5 lines 29 - 62) ( Creamer et al., [0026] [0027]). 

3. Claims 9, 10, 18, 26, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Koch (7,412,040) in view of Creamer et al. ( US 2004/0267527), and further in view of 
Saindon et al. ( US 6,820, 055), and further in view of Moore et al. (US 2004/0086100). 

For claims 9, 18, 26, and 28, Koch fails to teach where at least one of first conference 
type and second conference type is at least one of a decentralized text messaging conference and 
a centralized text messaging conference . 

However, Moore et al. discloses a method for the purpose of completing calls by way of 
an instant communications client where at least one of first conference type and second 
conference type is at least one of a decentralized text messaging conference and a centralized 
text messaging conference (Moore et al., [0018] [0021] [0053 - 0055] [0063] [0099] [0100]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Koch with the teachings of Moore et al. so that 
the text messaging conference disclosed above in Koch is either decentralized or centralized for 
the purpose of completing calls by way of an instance communications client. 
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For claim 10, Koch discloses where reading an endpoint identifier comprises: reading a 
name indicia that identifies the source of the first conference-endpoint data (column 6 lines 44 - 
61). Yet, Koch and Cramer et al. fail to teach where: the conversion parameter comprises a voice 
model conversion parameter that distinguishes between male and female voice production 

However, Moore et al. discloses a method for the purpose of completing voice calls by 
way of an instant communications client wherein the conversion parameter comprises a voice 
model conversion parameter that distinguishes between male and female voice production ( 

[oni]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Koch and Creamer et al. with the teachings of 
Moore et al. so that the conversion parameter disclosed above in Creamer et al. further 
comprises a voice model conversion parameter that distinguishes between male and female voice 
production for the purpose of performing the text-to-speech conversion disclosed above in Koch 
wherein voice models can be either stored voice signatures with conversion parameters generated 
by an conference endpoint or voice models with conversion parameters which are selected, but 
not generated, by the conference endpoint. 

4. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koch (US 
2006/0146994) in view of Creamer et al. ( US 2004/0267527), and further in view of Saindon et 
al. ( US 6,820, 055), and further in view of Smyth et al. ( US 7,007,098). 
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For claim 20, Koch fails to teach a where the processor is further operable to filter, 
according to a filter criteria, the first conference-endpoint data, the second conference - endpoint 
data, or both to eliminate endpoint data that would otherwise be communicated to the first 
endpoint, the second endpoint, or both; and, where the filter criteria comprises an n-loudest filter 
criteria for the purpose of processing only endpoint data only from n-loudest endpoints 
connected to a conference , including the first and second endpoints. 

However, Smyth et al. discloses a teleconference server with a processor ( column 5 lines 
43 - 45) where the processor is further operable to filter, according to a filter criteria, the first 
conference-endpoint data, the second conference - endpoint data, or both to eliminate endpoint 
data that would otherwise be communicated to the first endpoint, the second endpoint, or both( 
column 2 lines 35 - 46; column 3 line 5 1 - column 4 line 2) for the purpose of reducing the use 
of processor resources (Abstract); and, where the filter criteria comprises an n-loudest filter 
criteria for the purpose of processing only endpoint data only from n-loudest endpoints 
connected to a conference , including the first and second endpoints. (Smyth et al., column 2 
lines 35 - 46; column 3 line 5 1 - column 4 line 2) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Koch with the teachings of Smyth et al. for the 
teleconference server disclosed in Koch wherein the processor is further operable to filter, 
according to a filter criteria, the first conference-endpoint data, the second conference - endpoint 
data, or both to eliminate endpoint data that would otherwise be communicated to the first 
endpoint, the second endpoint, or both for the purpose of conserving the use of processor 
resources. Additionally, the filter criteria comprise an n-loudest filter criteria for the purpose of 
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processing only endpoint data only from n-loudest endpoints connected to a conference, 
including the first and second endpoints. 

5. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koch (US 
2006/0146994) in view of Creamer et al. ( US 2004/0267527), and further in view of Saindon et 
al. ( US 6,820, 055), and further in view of Geofroy et al. (US 7,124,163). 

For claim 22, Koch fails to teach decoding the first conference-endpoint data with a first 
Coder/Decoder (CODEC) to obtain decoded first conference-endpoint data; and, negotiating 
with the second endpoint to determine the specific CODEC for the second endpoint, where 
initiating preparation includes rccoding the decoded first conference-endpoint data by applying a 
specific CODEC, different than the first CODEC, on the decoded first conference-endpoint data. 

However, Geofroy et al. discloses data/media servers with computer readable mediums 
encoded with instructions for the purpose of performing a variety of basic and enhanced services 
in telephony networks or typical data exchange services of the sort which occur over the Internet 
including transcoding between different codec types by negotiating with the second endpoint to 
determine the specific CODEC for the specific endpoint, converting text to speech or speech to 
text (column 2 lines 5 - 20) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Koch with the teachings of Geofroy et al. to 
decode the first conference-endpoint data with a first Coder/Decoder (CODEC) to obtain 
decoded first conference-endpoint data and recode the decoded first conference-endpoint data by 
applying a specific CODEC, different than the first CODEC, on the decoded first conference- 
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endpoint data for the purpose of providing a conferencing services between disparate 
communication devices. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed 1 1/17/2009, with respect to the rejection(s) of 
claim(s) 1 and 1 1 in view of Sarkar et al. ( Us 7,236,580) have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, 
a new ground(s) of rejection is made. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SONIA GAY whose telephone number is (571)270-195 1 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday from 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad Matar can be reached on (571) 272-7488. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Sonia Gay/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2614 
February 13, 2010 



/Ahmad F Matar/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2614 



